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• , , areaS to be searched for claim 7. Thus, 

necessarily include the areas to 

, . n + h rrouDS I and II would not entail 
the search and examination of both Groups 

any additional burden for the Examiner. 

It is further noted that the present application is a national 
Ph ase application under 37 USC . 371 of a PCT International 
Appli cation. As such, the unity of invention in this case must be 

.. * „f pct rule 13.1 for a single inventive 
analyzed under the context of PCT rule 

concept, In the present case, the Examiner has not even noted the 
POT rules relating to unit, of invention, so it appears that the 
E *a„iner has properly failed to analyze the situation under PCT 



Rule 13. 



Indeed, it is noted that the PCT International Search Beport. 
iss »ed hy the ».S. Patent and Traded Office (0 SPTO, as the IS*, 
souped .11 of claims 1-25 in the single croup I. 
suc.it that this National Phase Application should he analyzed in 
th e sa„e manner for unity of invention, so that the miner's 
orcups I and II should he coined to per.it examination of all of 
claims 1-25, 

Under Article 27 (1) of the Patent Cooperation Treaty, the 

•-f*d to require compliance with different 
USPTO is not permitted to requii. 

*. ~4- = of the International 
regulations relating to the contents of 



. Thus the 0 ... application »ust be e^ined for unity 

applicat^n. Coopera tion Treaty, not 

o£ invention consistent «th the Patent 

bal assent to the unity of invention standard, but 
just giving verbal assent t T ,, ctor 

. * that standard. See caterpillar Tractor 

an —1 ^ 11Mtl °" ° £ , 231 „ s , Q5MlE .D.V R 

ccissioner of Patents and T r,de.ar k s, 231 



1986) . 



As . result, applicants su.it that the — 
„nt Is .Proper, to t, .tent that the olai. o ^ 

a to oermit examination of all or u 
I and II should be combined, to permi 

• 4«n the applicants elect to 
Arffance W ith this revision, the appi 
1-25. In accordance «i"' . • • 

prosecute 1-25. 

If , h o..ve, tne E^iner stains tne full scope o, tb 
friction >e,uire„.nt. tben applicants elect to prosecute 
claims of Group I. - 

a „d early allowance of the claims are 
Favorable action and early 

requested. 

should tbere be any outstanding .atters tn.t need to be 
solved in tne present appUcation. the .,-er is respect 

t, California office, to conduct an intervre. » 



effort to expedite prosecution in connection with the present 

application. 

If necessary, the Conunissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge parent or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
quired under 37 C.r.R. • 1-16 or under 37 C.F.R. S 
particularly, extension of time fees. 
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